
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



88 YALE LA W JO URNAL. 

that, as he had acted upon the belief that the first decision was an 
affirmation of its validity, he was within the protection of that 
clause in the Constitution which provides that the obligation of 
contracts shall not be impaired by any State. Held, that the 
question as to whether the contract was void or not, was subject 
to the final determination of the court, a previous assumption of 
its validity having no effect as against the final decision, and that 
the plaintiff was not within the protection of the constitutional 
provision. 

Riparian Rights — "High Water Mark" — Assessment of Benefits. — 
Carpenter et al. v. Board of Commissioners of Hennepin County, 58 
N. W. Rep. 295 (Minn.) An assessment for benefit on lands 
actually damaged by the proposed "beneficial measure" was held 
to be void, and the right of the State, in aid of navigation, to 
maintain the water of a lake up to ordinary "high-watermark" 
without compensation to riparian owners, turns on the construc- 
tion of the term "high- water mark." For fresh- water rivers and 
lakes, " high -water mark " was held to be a line separating land 
valuable for pasturage and agriculture from that rendered useless 
by frequent action of the water, a line coordinate in no case with 
unusual or extraordinary high- water mark. 

Roads — Dedication — Prescription. — Jones v. Phillips, Road Overseer, 
26 S. W. Rep. 386 (Ark.). The appellee was granted an order 
restraining the appellant from obstructing a portion of the public 
road, alleged by him to be under his supervision, to which the 
appellant excepted and appeals. Although the appellant permit- 
ted the public to use the road which was on her soil, the Court 
could discover no intention or acts on her part to make a dedica- 
tion. The main contention of the appellee was "that the public 
had acquired a right by prescription — by continuous, uninter- 
rupted and adverse use for more than a statutory period." Inas- 
much as the owners have never ceased to keep gates and fences 
where it enters the field on either side, they have never ceased to 
exercise dominion, absolute or qualified. 



